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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+ O.M.P. (COMM) 206/2026 & I.A. Nos. 11513/2026, 11514/2026,

11515/2026, 11516/2026, 11517/2026 & 11518/2026

INDIAN RAILWAY CATERING AND TOURISM
CORPORATION LIMITED .....Petitioner

Through: Mr. Saurav Agarwal, Ms. Manisha
Singh, Mr. Anshuman Choudary, Mr.
Kanav Khatana and Ms. Jyoti Singh,
Advs.
M: 9167255410

versus

STANDARD PLATTER CATERING AND HOSPITALITY
PRIVATE LIMITED. .....Respondent

Through: Mr. Jitender Mehta and Mr. Lalit
Kumar, Advs.
M: 9871343596

CORAM:
HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE MINI PUSHKARNA

O R D E R
% 27.04.2026

I.A. 11516/2026 & I.A. 11517/2026 (For Exemptions)

1. Exemptions allowed, subject to all just exceptions.

2. Applications stand disposed of.

I.A. 11514/2026 & I.A. 11515/2026 (Seeking condonation of delay in

filing and re-filing the petition)

3. The present applications have been filed on behalf of the petitioner,

seeking condonation of delay of one (1) day in filing the present petition and

of twenty-one (21) days in re-filing the same.
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4. Issue notice. Notice is accepted by learned counsel appearing for the

respondent.

5. Let reply be filed, within a period of four weeks, from today.

6. Rejoinder thereto, if any, be filed within a period of two weeks,

thereafter.

I.A. 11518/2026 (Application For Calling of Arbitral Record)

7. The present application has been filed seeking calling of the Arbitral

Record.

8. Accordingly, liberty is granted to the petitioner to procure the Arbitral

Record and file a digitized copy of the same.

9. Noting the aforesaid, the present application stands disposed of.

O.M.P. (COMM) 206/2026 & I.A. 11513/2026

10. The present petition has been filed under Section 34 of the Arbitration

and Conciliation Act, 1996 (“Arbitration Act”), seeking setting aside of the

Arbitral Award dated 04th April, 2025, passed by the learned Sole Arbitrator.

11. Learned counsel appearing for the petitioner draws the attention of

this Court to Clause 8.3 of the Master License Agreement between the

parties, which is reproduced as under:

“xxx xxx xxx

xxx xxx xxx”

12. By referring to the aforesaid, learned counsel appearing for the

petitioner submits that in case of revision in the catering tariff, the licensee

shall be allowed to sell food/meals at the revised rates to the passengers.

However, the license fee payable to the Railways shall be varied based on
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the re-assessment of sale, from the date of revision of catering tariff.

13. Thus, it is submitted that the contract itself provides for revision of

the catering tariff and on the said basis the license fee payable to the

Railways shall also be varied accordingly.

14. Learned counsel appearing for the petitioner submits that the tariff

was revised in the year 2019. However, in view of COVID-19, the catering

services were suspended and were resumed in the year 2022, when the

respondent started taking the higher tariff. Further, on the basis of the same,

petitioner also revised the license fee.

15. Learned counsel appearing for the petitioner draws the attention of

this Court to paragraphs 15.15 and 15.16 of the impugned Award, which

read as under:

“xxx xxx xxx

xxx xxx xxx”

16. By referring to the aforesaid, learned counsel appearing for the

petitioner submits that despite the contract providing for revision of the fee

based on the actual sales figure, the learned Arbitrator has wrongly held that
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there could be no retrospective imposition of license fee by the respondent.

17. He, thus, submits that the finding of the learned Arbitrator is against

the contractual provisions.

18. He further draws the attention of this Court to paragraphs 15.55 to

15.57 of the Award passed by the learned Arbitrator, which read as under:

“xxx xxx xxx

xxx xxx xxx”

19. By referring to the aforesaid, learned counsel appearing for the

petitioner submits that the Arbitrator has categorically recognized the fact

that the petitioner herein has the authority to re-assess volume of the sales.

20. He further draws the attention of this Court to the findings given by
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the learned Arbitrator in paragraphs 15.91 to 15.93, which are reproduced as

under:

“xxx xxx xxx

xxx xxx xxx”

21. By referring to the aforesaid, learned counsel appearing for the

petitioner submits that the findings of the learned Arbitrator are not only in

violation of the contractual covenants between the parties, but also with the

finding of the learned Arbitrator in the previous paragraph of the Award,

i.e., paragraph 15.55.

22. Learned counsel appearing for the petitioner further submits that the

learned Arbitrator has held that the entire policy of the petitioner is bad in

law. Thus, the whole policy of the petitioner has been put under jeopardy.

23. Per contra, learned counsel appearing for the respondent, who

appears on advance service, relies upon paragraphs 15.40 and 15.41 of the
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Award, which read as under:

“xxx xxx xxx

xxx xxx xxx”

24. By referring to the aforesaid, learned counsel appearing for the

respondent submits that there is a categorical finding that the process, as

resorted to by the petitioner regarding the re-assessment, was neither

transparent, nor was a reasonable methodology followed for the same. He,

thus, submits that the Award passed by the learned Arbitrator is proper.

25. The matter requires consideration.

26. Issue notice. Notice is accepted by learned counsel appearing for the

respondent.

27. Let reply be filed within a period of four weeks, from today.

28. Rejoinder thereto, if any, be filed within two weeks, thereafter.

29. Considering the submissions made before this Court, this Court is of

the considered view that a prima facie case has been made out by the

petitioner. Further, irreparable harm shall be caused to the petitioner if

interim relief is not provided. Additionally, balance of convenience also lies

in favour of the petitioner.

30. Accordingly, it is directed that till the next date of hearing, the finding
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in the Award pertaining to the policy of the petitioner regarding revision of

the license fee in view of revision in the tariff, shall remain stayed.

31. However, considering the submissions made before this Court, the

respondent is not directed, for the time being, to deposit any amounts with

the petitioner.

32. List on 18th September, 2026.

MINI PUSHKARNA, J

APRIL 27, 2026/KR
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